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 Children’s Network of San Bernardino County concerns itself with 
 “children at-risk” defi ned as minors who, because of behavior, abuse, 
 neglect, medical needs, educational assessment, or detrimental living          
 situations, are eligible for services from one or more of the Children’s
 Policy Council Member Agencies.  Those agencies include:

Juvenile Court    

Transitional Assistance

Inland Regional Center

Probation Department

Public Health

Preschool Services

County Library

Public Defender

Superintendent of County Schools

First 5 San Bernardino   

District Attorney’s Offi ce
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Children In California
9,419,970 children live in California

A child in California:
• is abused or neglected every 4 minutes
 • is born into poverty every 5 minutes

   • is killed by gunfire every 19 hours
    •dies before his or her first birthday every 3 hours

California Ranks: 
 
  5th among states in infant mortality
  9th among states in percent of babies born at low birthweight
  13th among states in the percent of babies born to mothers who receive early prenatal care
  29th among states in per pupil expenditures
  40th among states in the percent of children who are poor
  (1st represents the best state for children and 51st represents the worst state for children)

Child Poverty in California
  Number of poor children, 1,714,720
  Percent of children who are poor, 18.6%
  Number of adults and children receiving cash assistance from Temporary Assistance 
  for Needy Families (TANF), 1,106,624
  Maximum monthly TANF cash assistance for a family of three, $679

Child Hunger in California
  Number of children who receive food stamps, 1,161,170
  Percent of eligible persons who receive food stamps, 54%
  Number of children in School Lunch Program, 2,659,390
  Number of women and children receiving WIC (Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women,  
 Infants & Children), 1,266,542

         (continued next page)
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Early Childhood Development in California
  Percent of children under age six with all parents in the labor force, 56.5%
  Number of children served by Head Start, 98,767
  Number of children served by the Child Care and Development Block Grant, 202,000
  Average annual cost of child care for a four-year-old in a center, $4,858

Child Welfare in California
Number of children who were victims of abuse & neglect, 132,181

 Number of children in foster care, 100,451
 Number of children adopted from foster care, 8,713
 Number of grandparents raising their grandchildren, 271,294

Education in California
Amount spent per pupil in public school, $6,314

 Percent of fourth graders reading below grade level, 79%
 Percent of fourth graders below grade level in math, 75%
 Average class size in public schools, 22.4
 Average class size in public secondary schools, 28.5

Child Health in California
Number of children without health insurance, 1,515,000

 Percent of children without health insurance, 15.2%
 Percent of two-year-olds who are not fully immunized, 26.8%



5

2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 
2005 San 

Bernardino County

Bernardino County

Data Summary
Data Summary

5



6

San Bernardino County Children Data
According to the California Department of Finance projections, there are 572,365 
children and youth under the age of 18 years in San Bernardino County.
(Prepared by: Program Analysis and Statistics, County of San Bernardino Department of Public 
Health)

In June 2003, the rate of San Bernardino County children living in poverty was 
237.5 per 1000, representing 135,598 children. (Prepared by: Program Analysis and 
Statistics, County of San Bernardino Department of Public Health)

In 2004, 39,684 unique children were referred to the Department of Children’s 
Services for suspected child abuse and neglect. That represents an almost 10% 
increase in referrals received in 2004 as compared to 2003.  The Child Maltreatment 
Rate in San Bernardino County is 10.7 per 1000, compared to 11.7 per 1000 in 
California, and 12.4 per 1000 in the United States. (Prepared by: San Bernardino County 
Department of Children’s Services and HSS Legislation & Research Unit)

As of March 31, 2005, 2,087 pregnant women were screened for alcohol, tobacco 
and other drugs through the Perinatal SART (Screening, Assessment, Referral & 
Treatment) process in San Bernardino County.  Overall, 43% of those pregnant 
women tested positive for substance use; that is, they were using alcohol, other 
drugs and/or tobacco during their pregnancy.  (Prepared by:  Public Health Program 
Analysis & Statistics, County of San Bernardino Department of Public Health)

In 2004 there were 6,514 minors detained in Juvenile Hall.  In 2003, the Juvenile 
Arrest Rate in San Bernardino County was 29.2 per 1000, compared to 20.0 
per 1000 for California, and 21.4 per 1000 for the United States. (Prepared by: San 
Bernardino County Probation Department, and HSS Legislation & Research)

The Child Mortality Rate in San Bernardino County is 64.2 per 100,000 children, 
compared to California, 52.5 per 100,000 (2001), and 66.5 per 100,000 in the United 
States. (Prepared by: Program Analysis and Statistics, County of San Bernardino Department of 
Public Health)

The 2003-04 San Bernardino County High School Graduation Rate is 85.1%, 
compared to California, 82.7%.  (Prepared by San Bernardino County HSS Legislation & 
Research Unit, and Public Health Program Analysis & Statistics)
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San Bernardino County At-Risk Rates
Compared to California and the United States

               San Bernardino County            California            United States

Children in Poverty1 237.5 per 1,000       183.8 per 1,000 173.5 per 1,000

Child Maltreatment2   10.7 per 1,000          11.7 per 1,000   12.4 per 1,000
(0-17 years)

Juvenile Arrests3   29.2 per 1,000         20.0 per 1,000   21.4 per 1,000
(0-17 years)

Child Mortality4              64.2 per 100,000       52.5 per 100,000           66.5 per 100,000
(0-17 years)

High School5   85.1%        82.7%
Graduation Rates

1. Poverty Status in The Past 12 months by sex and age. 2003 American Community Survey. U.S. Census Bureau; California Department  
of  Finance, May 2004.
2. Child Maltreatment 2002, US Dept. of  Health and Human Servic ; University of  California at Berkeley Center for Social Servic                
R earch, July 2004.
3. Crime in the US 2002, Federal Bureau of  Inv tigation, US Dept. of  Justice; Offi  ce of  Att orney General, California Dept. of  Justice, 2003.
4. May 2005, National Center for Health Statist ics. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; California and San Bernardino County    
Data fr om San Bernardino County Dept. of  Public Health.
5 CA Dept. of  Education, 2003-04.

lity4              64.2 per 100,000       52.5 per 100,000           66.5 per 100,000

5   85.1%        82.7%
Graduation Rates

R earch, July 2004.
2. Child Maltreatment 2002, US Dept. of  Health and Human Servic ; University of  California at Berkeley Center for Social Servic                
R earch, July 2004.
2. Child Maltreatment 2002, US Dept. of  Health and Human Servic ; University of  California at Berkeley Center for Social Servic                

1. Poverty Status in The Past 12 months by sex and age. 2003 American Community Survey. U.S. Census Bureau; California Department  
of  Finance, May 2004.
2. Child Maltreatment 2002, US Dept. of  Health and Human Servic ; University of  California at Berkeley Center for Social Servic                
of  Finance, May 2004.
2. Child Maltreatment 2002, US Dept. of  Health and Human Servic ; University of  California at Berkeley Center for Social Servic                
of  Finance, May 2004.
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Children’s Policy Council

• Continued Support of the Child Welfare Services Self Assessment process and 
forwarded recommendations to the Board of Supervisors.

• Implemented the process to track group home complaints in conjunction with AB 
2149, the County sponsored group home legislation passed in 2004.

• Facilitated the procurement process for the Promoting Safe & Stable Family 
federal funds, and the Child Abuse Prevention, Intervention & Treatment funds, 
forwarded contract recommendations to the Board of Supervisors.

• Facilitated a joint procurement for enhanced RCL 12 group home beds with the 
Departments of Children’s Services & Behavioral Health, forwarded contract 
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors.

Children’s Network 2005 Activities & Outcomes

• Forwarded recommendation to the Board of Supervisors to declare April 2005 
Child Abuse Prevention Month in San Bernardino County.

• Began strategic planning process with the Juvenile Court to address the treatment 
needs of children and youth impacted by substance abuse.

• Continued the development of the SART system in conjunction with First 5 and 
other partners to screen, assess, and provide treatment services for children ages 
0-5 who are at high risk for emotional/behavioral problems.

• Continued to facilitate the Drug Endangered Children Task Force in conjunction 
with the Sheriff’s Offi ce, the Departments of Children’s Services and Public 
Health to insure a coordinated response for children found at methamphetamine 
drug manufacturing sites.

• Sponsored the 19th Annual Children’s Network Conference: “Young Children, 
Adolescents, and Adults…The At-Risk Chain Reaction.”

• Continued coordination activities with the Countywide Gangs and Drugs Task 
Force on early intervention strategies with youth at high risk for gang affi liation.

• Participated in the Mental Health Services Act planning process.

Children’s Fund
• There were 35,381 total children served by Children’s Fund in FY 2004/2005.
• There were 2,929 children served through the Daily Referral Program.
• $468,340 was expended to assist families with living expenses.
• $19,997 was expended to meet the health care needs of children.
• $110,812 was spent on proprietary projects.
• $705,255 was spent on the Christmas Celebration of Giving.
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 Child Care Planning Council

• The AB 212 childcare employee retention program completed its fourth year. 
There were 429 incentive stipends distributed to childcare employees totaling 
$632,500.

• The Council awarded $7725 in partnerships this year.
• On April 22, 2005, the Council collaborated with the Riverside County Child 

Care Consortium to co-host the 1st Annual Inland Empire Child Development 
Legislative Breakfast. Nearly 200 child care community members, educational 
leaders, and elected offi cials came to the event featuring Ronald Lalley, Ed.D., co-
director, Program for Infant Toddler Caregivers, who was the keynote speaker.

• The Special Needs Subcommittee acted as the Advisory Committee to the SB 1703 
Project, administered by KidsNCare (County Superintendent of Schools). This 
project has trained over 1000 childcare employees to help better serve the special 
needs childcare community.

• The Training Subcommittee purchased the website www.ChildCare Trainings.org. 
This web site will be a free listing of trainings/workshops available to childcare 
employees throughout San Bernardino County.

Family Preservation Councils (Multidisciplinary Teams)
• Served 585 at-risk children through the regional Family Preservation Councils.
• Served an additional 62 at-risk children through consultation and referral.
• Prevented the need for foster care placement for 91.5% of the children referred.
• Diverted 74 from group home placement for an estimated savings of $2.4 

million (based on an RCL 12 group home rate of $5,613 per month at a six 
month length of stay).
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Child Abuse Prevention 
Awards Breakfast 

2004 Lifetime Advocate
 Julian Weaver
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Child Abuse Prevention Council

•  Collaborated on the Child Abuse  
   Prevention Campaign with cities
   throughout San Bernardino County.    
   Received proclamations from cities,
   provided materials for city
   residents.

•  Distributed over 230,000 relevant 
   awareness pieces regarding positive  
   parenting. 

•  Attended or was represented at 132
   meetings, safety fairs, city council
   meetings, & other gatherings of residents
   in San Bernardino County.

•  Tracked number of drownings & children 
   left unattended in vehicles for long term 
   analysis of incidents as they pertain to
   safety campaigns.

•  Filled 70 orders for thousands of 
   awareness materials provided to partner
   agencies.

•  Hosted the Annual Children’s Network
   Conference with more than 600
   individuals attending.  Several out-of-
   state & local workshop presenters
   provided regional professionals best
   practices in many disciplines.

•  Joined the Far Southern Counties Regional
   Child Abuse Prevention Councils in 
   statewide and regional themes and 
   awareness campaigns.

•  Hosted the Annual Awards Breakfast
   honoring individuals and professionals  
   for outstanding work on behalf of abused 
   children.

 Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     
    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.
Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     Children from Ontario‛s Maple Street     

    Headstart entertain the audience.    Headstart entertain the audience.

2004 Honorees
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Interagency & Community Partnerships

 In an effort to improve outcomes for children and their families, Children’s Network 
helps to establish and support partnerships with other public and private child serving 
agencies throughout San Bernardino County and beyond.  The following is a listing of 
some of the partnerships in which Children’s Network is involved:

Head Start Shared Governance Board  Workforce Investment Board
       Youth Council
County School Attendance Review Board
       Perinatal Coalition on Drug
Countywide Gangs & Drugs Task Force  & Alcohol Abuse

Juvenile Justice Coordinating Council  San Bernardino City & Ontario/
       Montclair School Attendance 
Law Enforcement Education Partnership  Review Boards (SARB)

Children’s Lobby     Family 2 Family Integration 
       Team
Child Death Review Team    
       Southern Region Child 
Montclair Community Collaborative   Abuse Prevention Coalition

First 5 Advisory Board    Southern Region Child Death
           Review Coalition

Children’s Network Collaborations

Focus West Advisory Council

East Valley Community Collaborative

High Desert Partnership for Kids

Bear Valley Community Network
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San Bernardino County San Bernardino County 
Demographic DataDemographic Data

Appendix 1
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Child Death Review Team

The following table presents the Child Death Review Team’s (CDRT) fi ndings for deaths 
in 2004.  Similar to the Fetal Infant Mortality Review process, information is obtained from 
parents, vital records, the Coroner’s Offi ce, and medical records.  The intent of the review 
process is to identify factors or circumstances contributing to child deaths in the hope of 
preventing future occurrences.  It should be noted that the conclusions of the CDRT may not 
match the counts by cause of death compiled from vital records.
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Child Abuse & Neglect 
Data

Appendix 2
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Child Abuse & Neglect Child Abuse & Neglect 
Data



24

36

Department of Children’s Services
 Year to Date

Referral Information 
        2000  2001  2002  2003   2004
  
Referrals Received    24,331 25,887 26,519 27,673 30,392
Unique Children Involved   35,658 36,736 36,791 37,986 39,684
Total Children Involved **   50,022 51,829 51,713 53,599 57,441

  
Average Referrals Received Per Month                             2028       2157       2210      2306      2533
     
Abuse Type Reported
     
Sexual Abuse       9%   9% 10%   9%   9%
Physical Abuse     18% 18% 20% 17% 18%
Severe Neglect       4%   4%   4%   3%   2%
General Neglect     39% 43% 43% 44% 42%
Emotional Abuse       8%   8%   3%   2%   4%
Caretaker Absence/Incapacity     9%   8%   6%   5%   6%
Exploitation     <1% <1% <1% <1% <1%
At Risk/Substantial Risk    12% 11% 11% 15% 15%
Not Available (referral still open)          4%

The above figures represent a 6.4% increase in referrals received between 2000 and 2001.  
2002 referrals show a 2.44% increase over 2001 which represents a significantly lower rate 
of increase over the previous 2 years. 2003 referrals show a 4.4% increase over 2002 which 
represents a higher rate of increase over 2002. There has been an almost 10% increase in the 
number of referrals received in 2004 as compared to 2003.  2004 referrals received represent 
an almost 25% increase since 2000.

Demographics – Children involved in referrals are almost evenly split by sex.  This ratio 
has remained constant over the years. The percentage of children age 8 and younger has 
remained the same as 2002 at 52%.  In 2001 52% of children reported have been age 8 or 
younger.  In 1999 42% were age 8 or younger.  In 2004 51% of children reported were age 8 or 
younger while 17% were age 9-11 and 31% were age 12-18.

  

     
      2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
               
   White     38% 36% 35% 32% 31%
   Black     17% 17% 16%      16% 16%
   Hispanic    33% 34% 34% 33% 34% 
   Asian/Pacific Islander       1%   1%    1%   1%    1%
  Native American                       <1%    <1%    <1%   <1%     <1%
            Not Available (referral still open)    10% 13% 15% 17%  17%

** this is a duplicate count of children which includes children 
who had multiple referrals during the reporting period. 

Ethnic Breakdown
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Petition Information

  ORIGINAL PETITIONS                       FILING RATE/IN       FILING     
       RATE/ALL                                     PERSON RESPONSE                  REFERRALS
           2004                 REFERRALS    
       

 1904          5% unchanged     4% unchanged

     WIC SECTION     # ORIGINAL PETITIONS FILED     % OF TOTAL

  A – Physical Abuse      285                 15%
   B – General Neglect                     1326                 70%
   C – Emotional Abuse      4                 <1%
   D – Sexual Abuse      156                 8%
   E – Severe Abuse Age 5 or under      23                 1%
   F – Death of Sibling      3                 < 1%
   G – Absent Parent      49                 3%
   H – Freed for Adoption 1 yr     0                   0%
   I – Cruelty       24                 1%
   J – Sibling Abused or Neglected                    34                 2%

Placement Information

      

      2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
   Court Specified      2%   1%    1%    1%    1%
   Foster Family Home    14% 13%  13%  10%    9%
   FFA Certified Home    19% 22%  24%  29%  28%
   Group Home       6%   7%    7%    9%    9%
   Guardian Home    13% 14%  14%  15%  17%
   Non-Foster Care **      1%   1%    1%    1%    1%
  ** these are acute care hospital placements 
  Relative     45% 42%  39%    33%  35%
  Small Family Home      1%   1%    1%    1%    1%

The decline in the number of children placed in county-licensed foster family homes has 
continued – down 4% since 2002. The increase in the number of children placed in Foster 
Family Agency Certified Homes has leveled off but has still shown a significant increase 
since 2000.  In addition there has been a 10% decline in relative placements since 2000.

Group Home placements have maintained their growth at 9% of placements in 2004.  
There has been a 3% increase in the number of group home placements since 2000. 

 WIC SECTION     # ORIGINAL PETITIONS FILED     % OF TOTAL

 1904          5% unchanged     4% unchanged
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Out of County Placements
Court Specified   10            <1%
FFA Certified Home   350             35%
Foster Home    21   2%
Group Home    207             21%
Guardian Home   22   1%
Relative Home   362             37%
Small Family Home   18   2%
                         
Total     990 

Court Specified   6   5%
 FFA Cert Home   0   0%
 Foster Home    3   3%
 Group Home    4   3%
 Guardian Home   3   3%
 Relative Home   100            86%
          

Total     116 

22% of the children currently in placement are placed either out of the county or 
 out of state.  The majority of those placed out of county are placed in another 
 Southern California county.

Ethnicity of Children in Open Placements 

ETHNICITY   PERCENTAGE IN  PERCENTAGE OF SB   
    PLACEMENT       POPULATION

Asian/Pacific Islander   <1%     4%
Black     25%   10%
Hispanic    35%   49%
Native American     1%   <1%
White     38%   33%
Not Available    <1%     3% Other

Age of Children In Placement

      Years       Number                             Years       Number
          <1 191    11 332
            1 248    12 326

             2 243    13 365
             3 259    14 386
             4 197    15 354
             5 219    16 303
             6 252    17 302 
             7 245    18 93
             8 231    19 10
             9 248
            10 282      Total  5091    
  

Out of State Placements
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    Guardianships

  Non-Relative  Kin-Gap
               874                           622**       active cases in January 2005

           Program Information
As of 1/10/2005 the department was providing on-going services to 6512 
cases.  The program breakdown is 174 in Emergency Response, 949 in Family 
Maintenance, 2109 in Family Reunification and 3280 in Permanent Placement.  
The average number of open cases per month has shown a decline over 2002 
ranging from a high of 7247 in March 2003 to a low of 6512 in December 2004.  
The average number of open cases per month for 2004 is 6838.

Licensed Foster Homes

Foster Home Type              Count
Emergency Shelter Backup Home     7
Fost-Adopt               261
Fost-Adopt Pending                   4
Foster Home Pending                   3
Medically Fragile       3
Open                     266
Other         2
Special                     30
Youth Services       7
                                          
                      Total           583

   0-2  13%
   3-5  13%
   6-9  19%
   10-12  18%
   13-15  22%
   16-18  14%
   Over 18  <1%

Children in Placement by Percentage of Age Group

2005 children came into placement in 2004.  Of these, 471 or 23% have already 
been reunified with a parent within 2004.  The average length of stay in out-of-
home care was 67 days.  In addition 772 children who were removed from their 
homes prior to 2004 were also reunified with a parent in 2004. Their average 
length of out-of home placement was 1.78 years (653 days).

  Non-Relative  Kin-Gap
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 Geographic Region                         Count  Percentage

  Barstow including Ft. Irwin ..................................................... 19   3%
 Mountain Communities .......................................................... 24               4%
 (Crestline, Big Bear and Lake Arrowhead) 
 Needles.......................................................................................   2               <1%
 Rancho Cucamonga.................................................................. 8   1%
 Redlands .................................................................................... 52   9%
 (including Colton, Grand Terrace,
  Loma Linda, Yucaipa, and Mentone)  
 Rancho East ...............................................................................  132               22%  
             (including Rialto, Bloomington and Fontana) 
 Rancho North ...........................................................................   55   9%
 (including Etiwanda, Rancho Cucamonga, 
 Upland and Alta Loma)
 Rancho South ............................................................................. 70               12%
 (including Montclair, Ontario, and Chino)  
 San Bernardino .........................................................................  68               12%
 (including Highland)
 Trona ..........................................................................................  0   0%
 Victorville ..................................................................................  121               21%
 (including Hesperia, Lucerne Valley and Apple Valley) 
 Wrightwood   ...........................................................................  13   2% 
 (including Phelan, Pinon Hills, and Summit Valley) 
 Yucca Valley .............................................................................  14   2%
 (including 29 Palms and Joshua Tree) 
 Unavailable ..............................................................................   0   0%

Location of Foster Homes

Adoptions**

        Finalizations                   
                                                              
          1998 232
 1999 342
 2000 416
 2001 380
 2002 265
 2003  602
 2004  484

   Adoptive Placements

             1998 238
           1999 354
           2000 434
           2001 408
           2002 343
           2003  280
           2004  492

**This is based on adoptions information on CWS/CMS which may not 
match adoptions information from the Q&A system used by Special 
Services. 
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SART

The SART Model of Care for High-Risk Children 
In San Bernardino County

(Screening, Assessment, Referral & Treatment)

        SUMMARY
The Need for SART…

• In 2004, over 57,000 children were referred to Child Protective Services (CPS) in San 
Bernardino County.

• 80% of these children came from families in which substance abuse is a problem.
• Among over 2,000 pregnant women screened in SBC, 43% were using alcohol or illegal drugs 

during the pregnancy.
• Maternal substance abuse during pregnancy can cause changes in the structure and function 

of the developing fetal brain.
• Child abuse and neglect cause further changes in the young child’s brain.
• Children with changes in brain structure and function can suffer mental retardation, learning 

problems, and severe behavioral diffi culties.
• Children growing up in homes in which there is abuse, neglect, or substance abuse are much 

more likely to develop attachment disorders, which complicate the behavioral and learning 
problems even further.

• If these children do not receive early identifi cation and treatment services before age 5, they 
are at risk for multiple failed foster care placements leading to institutionalization, school 
failure, and incarceration as juveniles or adults.

• San Bernardino County spends over $6 million per month for over 2000 of those children, 
who in their teens exhibit emotional and behavioral problems that require institutional care.

The SART system will…
• Ultimately, improve long term outcome of the children, as measured by developmental, 

behavioral, and mental health status; school readiness; and permanency placement.
• Systematically screen all children birth to fi ve years of age starting with children who enter 

CPS care.
• Provide comprehensive medical, developmental, and mental health assessment that will 

evaluate all levels of brain functioning in the young child.
• Develop a treatment plan that addresses the young child’s specifi c needs.
• Link the child/family to available treatment services in San Bernardino County (e.g., 

Regional Center, school-based special education programs) so as to avoid any duplication of 
services.

• Work with local universities to develop young professionals thereby expanding treatment 
capacity.

• Establish three centers across the County that will provide a continuum of treatment services 
based on the child’s specifi c needs rather than based on eligibility.
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• Optimize the use of existing resources in the community by reducing duplication of services 
(e.g., case management).

• Leverage state/local and federal funds to maximize and sustain operational funding. 
• Save money across County systems by utilizing existing resources complemented by additional 

funds to support the SART system infrastructure.

Funding for the SART system is required….
• The SART system will maximize revenue from Medi-cal
• County funds supplemented by matching federal funds will pay for evaluation and treatment 

of mental health disabilities.
• Federal funds and third party reimbursement will be utilized to pay for medical evaluation and 

treatment.
• Private monies will be required to cover those services that are not covered by county 

and federal funding as well as for the operational infrastructure required to support this 
comprehensive system of care.

The SART system will save money…
• Early intervention prevents escalating mental health problems in the child and reduces the 

need for school-based services.
• Early intervention improves school readiness, decreasing the need for special education 

services.
• Family-based interventions reduce the inappropriate use of the health care system, especially 

in emergency room visits.
• Family-based interventions reduce the need for foster care services.  
• For those children in the foster care system, early intervention enhances permanency placement, 

reducing the length of time the child is in foster care.
• Family-based interventions reduce relapse of drug use in the parents.
• The mother’s abstinence from drugs after the child is born produces a higher IQ in the child at 

school age.
• Long-term benefi ts accrue for children who receive early intervention, reducing the need for 

more intensive placements such as group homes at an older age.
• Developing a SART “system” complete with an evaluation component will foster sustainability, • Developing a SART “system” complete with an evaluation component will foster sustainability, 
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California High School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE) Results

for Mathematics & English Language Arts
by Program (Combined 2005) - All Grades

San Bernardino County
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Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04
San Beranrdino County

California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Unit

Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04
San Beranrdino CountySan Beranrdino County

Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04
San Beranrdino CountySan Beranrdino County
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San Beranrdino CountySan Beranrdino County

Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04
San Beranrdino CountySan Beranrdino County

Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04Expulsion Informatioin for 2003-04
San Beranrdino CountySan Beranrdino County
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San Beranrdino CountySan Beranrdino County
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San Bernardino County Superintendent of Schools

2004-2005 Annual SARB Report 

Districts Reporting a Local SARB Board:

 • Adelanto School District
 • Alta Loma School District
 • Apple Valley School District
 • Barstow School District
 • Bear Valley School District
 • Central School District
 • Chaffey School District
 • Chino Valley School District
 • Colton Joint School District
 • Cucamonga School District
 • Etiwanda School District
 • Fontana School District
 • Hesperia School District
 • Morongo School District
 • Mountain View School District
 • Needles School District
 • Ontario Montclair School District
 • Redlands School District
 • Rialto School District
 • Rim of the World School District
 • San Bernardino City School District
 • Silver Valley School District
 • Snowline School District
 • Trona School District
 • Upland School District
 • Victor Elementary School District
 • Victor Valley Union High School District
 • Yucaipa Calimesa School District
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County Residents Receiving  Aid 
Distribution By  Cities

Prepared June 2005
(Based on data as of January 1, 2005)

Attached is information concerning distribution of CalWORKs (cash benefi ts), 
Food Stamps, and Medi-Cal in the cities and communities in San Bernardino 
County.  The benefi t populations refer to persons not cases.  In 2004, a new 
automated eligibility and benefi t determination system was implemented 
to improve service to those in need.  In addition, new state regulations and 
programs have increased participation in the Food Stamp and Medi-Cal 
programs which are often a critical support to low-wage working families.  
Receipt of CalWORKs has continued to decline which may be a result of the 
rapid increase in employment opportunities that is currently occurring in our 
county.  While CalWORKs participation has decreased, the increase in Medi-Cal 
and Food Stamp participation has caused the total amount that these programs 
contribute to the economy of San Bernardino County to increase to 1.8 billion 
dollars.

Exhibit I ranks the cities with cash benefi ts as a percentage of the general 
population.  The ranking ranges from a high of 12.5% for the City of Barstow to 
a low of 0.4% for Chino Hills. Exhibit IA displays this information graphically.

Exhibit II displays the fi nancial value of assistance, which includes CalWORKs, 
Food Stamps, and Medi-Cal, by assistance category and by total for each city.  For 
example, the annual fi nancial value of assistance in the City of San Bernardino is 
approximately $411 million dollars.  The value of assistance is based on statistics 
from CalWORKs and Food Stamp benefi t disbursement and the California 
Department of Health Services.  



53

%
OF PEOPLE

CITY ON CASH AID

Barstow 12.5%
San Bernardino 11.7%
Adelanto 11.6%
Needles 8.4%
Victorville 6.9%
Colton 6.1%
Apple Valley 6.0%
Hesperia 5.9%
Rialto 5.8%
Yucca Valley 5.4%
Fontana 5.0%
Highland 4.4%
Twentynine Palms 4.4%
Big Bear Lake 3.4%
Ontario 3.0%
Montclair 2.9%
Redlands 2.8%
Upland 2.2%
Loma Linda 1.9%
Unincorporated 1.9%
Yucaipa 1.9%
Chino 1.6%
Grand Terrace 1.6%
Rancho Cucamonga 1.1%
Chino Hills 0.4%

Cities’ Cash Benefi t Population
Ranked By Percentage of 

Population
At January 1, 2005

E x h i b i t  I
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Behavioral Health 
Department

Appendix 6
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San Bernardino 
San Bernardino 

County Sheriff’s Report

County Sheriff’s Report
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Operation CleanSWEEP
San Bernardino County Sheriff’s Department
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